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We Don’t Believe
An evolutionist tries to explain why we don’t believe things that he thinks are true.
Last month, Carter T. Butts wrote an editorial
in the journal, Science, in which he claimed that
some people don’t believe in evolution and manmade global warming, even though they know
scientists say they are true.
Summary
Despite extensive efforts at public science
education, polling over the past 30 years has
consistently shown that about 40 to 45% of
Americans believe that humans were
supernaturally created in the past 10,000 years. 1
A natural interpretation of this finding is that
U.S. science education is failing to reach nearly
half of the population, and that widespread
belief in recent human origins reflects basic
scientific illiteracy. However, the reality is more
complex: Many of those who reject
evolutionary theory are aware of the scientific
consensus on the subject, and such rejection is
not always associated with low scientific
literacy. Similar results have been found for
beliefs regarding anthropogenic climate change.
On page 321 of this issue, Friedkin et al.
provide a key step toward understanding this
phenomenon by introducing a simple family of
models for social influence among individuals
with multiple, interdependent beliefs. 2
Butts admits he is confused. On the one hand,
he thinks that people don’t believe in evolution
because they are scientifically illiterate. He thinks
the public education system has failed to teach
science effectively. (Or, to put it more accurately,

the public education system has failed to
brainwash nearly half the country.)
But then, on the other hand, Butts realizes that
a lot of smart, well-educated people reject
evolution. (That’s true. We do.) He recognizes
that this situation is illogical, and is searching for a
logical explanation for how intelligent people can
be so illogical.
He never considers the possibility that people
don’t believe in Darwinian evolution because they
know it isn’t true. The theory of evolution is
contrary to the preponderance of scientific
evidence, as we have endeavored to show every
month for the past 20 years. The theory of
evolution isn’t true—and intelligent people know it.

Group-think
Simulation studies have shown that
individuals' beliefs regarding the reliability or
veracity of other individuals' testimony can
radically alter both the probability of obtaining
group consensus and the nature of the
consensus view where obtained. 3
Really? They needed a study to discover that
the more people in a group believe something, the
more the group believes it? Yes, they really did
need a consensus to convince them that beliefs
are influenced by a consensus. How better to
prove their point? ☺
Butts recognizes the power of group-think
when he says,
… examples of pluralistic ignorance arise
when group members falsely believe themselves
to be unusual in violating a group norm, and
thus conceal their behavior and attitudes from
others. This concealment then reinforces the
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false belief.

4

In other words, people tend to lie to pollsters
and give the politically correct answer.
From the rest of the article, it is clear that he
believes that church members pretend to believe
in creation (even though they personally know
evolution is true) because other church members
believe it and they don’t want to disagree with the
group. This causes other church members to
believe more strongly in creation.
We say that is a two-way street. Some
scientists maintain scientific pluralistic ignorance
by concealing their doubts about the theory of
evolution from their colleagues, and their
concealment then reinforces the false belief in
evolution.

Shocking Results
If you invent a product which you expect to sell
for a huge profit, and nobody buys it, clearly you
did not correctly analyze the data. You might
have misjudged the consumer need, or priced the
product improperly, or used an ineffective
marketing campaign.
If you had correctly
analyzed the market, the product would have sold
as you expected. If you were surprised by the
sales (for better or for worse) you believed
something that wasn’t true.
An even more shocking example happened
last Tuesday. But first, please understand this
disclaimer: We are not taking a position as to
whether or not the presidential election results
were good or bad. That’s totally irrelevant to the
point we want to make.
On election eve, Donald Trump’s victory was
reported as “shocking” by all the major news
sources.
It was shocking because of false
expectations, not facts. His victory would not
have been shocking if it had been predicted.
The day after the election, the news
commentators tried to regain credibility by
explaining why Trump won. HERE’S OUR ONLY
POINT: Every fact they reported the day after the
election, they knew the day before the election.
Since they had all the facts before the first vote
was cast, they should have known who would win
before the election. It was pluralistic ignorance on
the part of most journalists that made the result
shocking. They didn’t believe what they knew to
be true before the election.
The recent election is simply a stunning
particular example of a general truth. The general
truth is that whenever you have all the facts, and
you are surprised, you did not analyze the facts
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properly.
Truth always manifests itself regardless of
your belief. Dropping a bowling ball on your foot
will hurt, regardless of whether or not you believe
that it will. You should not be shocked when it
does hurt.

Self-Delusion
People can be blind to their self-delusion. It
doesn’t matter if the topic is evolution, religion,
politics, or marketing.
Believing something
doesn’t make it true. Furthermore, the majority
isn’t always right.
When it comes to evolution, there are a lot of
people who believe all life evolved from a
common ancestor because that appears to be the
consensus.
Well, it appeared to be the
consensus that Trump had no chance of winning,
too.
Furthermore, appearances can be deceiving.
It might not actually be the consensus of most
scientists that evolution is true, and it might not
actually have been the consensus of political
experts that Trump would lose. A very few of the
news commentators claimed that they thought
Trump did have a chance, but they didn’t say so
before the election; they didn’t want to buck
conventional wisdom. Just because it is reported
to be the consensus doesn’t necessarily mean
that it really is the consensus. People sometimes
lie when they know their belief isn’t popular.

Article Spinning
Remember, at the beginning of this essay we
quoted Butt’s summary which said, “On page 321
of this issue, Friedkin et al. provide a key step
toward understanding this phenomenon …” It
implies that Friedkin and his associates had
written an article on why people disbelieve
evolution and man-made global warming. In fact,
Friedkin’s article contained a lot of matrix math
about how to determine confidence based on
probabilities, and never mentioned evolution or
global warming. That’s why we didn’t quote it.

Question Authority
Yes, you should listen to expert opinions—but
you should not accept them without question.
You have a brain. Use it! Don’t let peer pressure
or popular opinion override logic.
If you examine the theory of evolution from a
purely scientific point of view, and honestly
evaluate the evidence, you will see that belief in
the theory of evolution is irrational.

Racists present evolutionary “proof.”

brains of blacks are 4% smaller than whites, they
are just naturally dumber, more likely to commit
crimes, and genetically doomed to poverty. Dr.
Rushton believes there is a connection between
race, evolution and behavior, and the anonymous
staff writer for The New Observer thinks that a
study in Molecular Psychiatry proves him right.

This month’s feature article addresses the
issue of people believing things that aren’t true.
Here is a good example.

Why would the The New Observer staff writer
think that?
That writer probably saw this
evolutionary diagram in school.

Evolution in the News

Racist Beliefs

But first, lest there be any confusion, in the
context of the article below, the word
“environmentalist” has nothing to do with global
warming.
In psychological circles, an
environmentalist is one who believes that human
behavior is shaped by the cultural environment
(that is, society) rather than by genetics.
Two scientific studies have definitively
confirmed that genes determine brain size and
intelligence—and that these are inherited traits,
unaffected by environment.
The studies—both published in major
scientific journals—conclusively disprove the
lies
put
out
by
the
race-denying
“environmentalists” who claim that all races are
equal and that all people are born “blank
slates.”
The first study, published in the journal
Molecular Psychiatry, titled “Shared genetic
aetiology between cognitive functions and
physical and mental health in UK Biobank and
24 GWAS consortia,” revealed a definitive link
between cranial capacity—that is, brain size—
and intelligence. 5

As man evolved, he got whiter, and his brain
got bigger. This picture not-so-subtly suggests
that black people are less highly evolved than
white people, so they must be dumber and less
civilized.
As proof, the The New Observer shows this
screen shot of the article in Molecular Psychiatry.

Later, it goes on to say,
As detailed by Professor J. Philippe Rushton
in his book Race, Evolution and Behavior, the
average cranial capacity of Mongoloid Asiatics
is 1,335 cm3, Caucasoids 1,341 cm3, and
Negroids 1,284cm3—all differences, he notes,
which are “highly significant within studies.”
What all these studies put together means is
that brain size, intelligence, and cognitive
ability vary from race to race, and are inherited
and unaffected by environment.
These racial differences in intelligence are
in turn the cause of differences in racial
psychology and group racial behavior, as
reflected in racial crime rates, social
adaptability, and economic achievement. 6
In other words, the article claims that since the
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You can’t actually read the article because The
New Observer just shows the first few lines—but
those few lines show a whole list of authors with
PhDs, so their conclusions must be true! There’s
no real need to read the article. It is the
consensus of experts! (Note to the sarcasmimpaired: That’s sarcasm.)
We did read the article, and discovered the
article didn’t say anything about race!
The
abstract said,
In addition, highly significant associations
were observed between the cognitive test scores
in the UK Biobank sample and many polygenic
3

profile scores, including coronary artery
disease,
stroke,
Alzheimer’s
disease,
schizophrenia, autism, major depressive
disorder, body mass index, intracranial volume,
infant head circumference and childhood
cognitive ability. 7

shown that people who get a college degree are
genetically disposed to be crazy! ☺
The second study The New Observer cited
came from Open Biology.
The second paper, published in the Royal
Society journal Open Biology, discovered the
actual genes responsible for bigger brain sizes
after comparing the genomes of 28 mammals
with different brain sizes. 10

It didn’t say anything about race, but they did
find all sorts of dubious correlations.
For
example,
Greater polygenic risk for diastolic and
systolic blood pressure (obtained from
International Consortium for Blood Pressure),
and body mass index were all associated with
lower educational attainment (β of −0.02, −0.04
and −0.09, respectively) [in other words, they
claim fat people with high blood pressure do
slightly worse in school]. A polygenic profile
for greater height was associated with higher
educational attainment (β=0.07) [tall people do
slightly better in school]. Higher verbalnumerical reasoning scores were associated
with lower polygenic risk for body mass index
(β=−0.03), and a polygenic profile for greater
height (β=0.02) and higher systolic blood
pressure (β=0.01) [if you are good at problem
solving, you will probably be skinny, taller, and
have higher blood pressure]. 8

Again, they included a screen shot of the
beginning of the paper to create the appearance
of credibility.

By definition, correlation factors range from +1
to -1.
Zero means there is no correlation
whatsoever. If you tried to correlate winning
lottery numbers with daily temperatures, the
correlation should be exactly zero; but in practice
it will probably just be very small due to some
random variation.

But the introduction of the article actually said,
Introduction
Increased brain size in mammals when
compared with other vertebrate taxa is thought
to have played an important role in the
expansion of this clade. Increased brain size
during evolution has been previously related to
increased behavioural complexity and the
ability to cope with a changing environment.
However, the precise evolutionary drivers of
brain size expansion in mammals and its
relation to behavioural ability are still unclear
and remain a topic of much interest and debate.

The correlation factors are nearly zero, so the
reasonable conclusion is that if there is any
correlation, it is negligible.
The finding we liked best was this:
Perhaps counter-intuitively, our results
indicated that the genetic variants associated
with obtaining a college degree were also
related to higher genetic risk of schizophrenia,
bipolar disorder and autism, which for bipolar
disorder and autism support the findings from a
previous study. 9
In other words, two different studies have
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This article didn’t discover anything new about
brain size. They just repeated that brain size is
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topic of debate. (Perhaps it is unclear because
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ants and bees exhibit complex behavior, and they
have brains much smaller than humans.) The
article also said,

Evolution in the News

Something to
Chew On

In the hominid lineage, the expansion of the
neocortex is thought to have played a key role
in the evolution of modern humans, including
specialized areas involved in processing and
production of language as well as areas
involved in identification of faces and locations.

Even the evolution of something as
simple as the jaw is a problem.
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Again, nothing new was learned. They just
repeated the conventional, unsubstantiated
speculation.

Here’s a recent example of evolutionists
believing something even though they know it
doesn’t make sense from a scientific point of view.
On page 334 of this issue, Zhu et al. report
the discovery of a placoderm from Qujing in
Yunnan, China, that fills a big gap in our
understanding of how vertebrate jaws evolved.

Finally, the conclusion was,
5. Conclusion
In summary, we have identified a set of
gene families whose sizes are positively
associated with an expanded neocortex,
providing new insights into neocortex
evolution. Moreover, as aberrant development
and degeneration of cortical neurons has been
linked with a variety of mental health
pathologies and dementias, identifying genomic
signatures associated with the evolution of
larger brain size and neocortex expansion will
critically contribute to our understanding of the
molecular
pathways
involved
in
the
development and maintenance of cortical areas
in highly encephalized mammals including
humans. As these pathways may not be present
or developed to the same extent in less
encephalized mammalian species, our finding
could help to fill existing gaps in current
knowledge gained from widely used rodent
models. 13
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The editors of Science admit there was “a big
gap in our understanding of how vertebrate jaws
evolved,” but evolutionists believed it anyway.
The Entelognathus jaw pattern posed
conundrum for evolutionary biologists. 15

You can use the footnote links if you want to
read the details. Here are some key points:
The discovery of Entelognathus revealed the
presence of maxilla, premaxilla, and dentary,
supposedly diagnostic osteichthyan bones, in a
Silurian placoderm. However, the relationship
between these marginal jaw bones and the
gnathal plates of conventional placoderms,
thought to represent the inner dental arcade,
remains uncertain. 16
This finding upends the traditional belief
that the two types of jaw were nonhomologous
and sheds light on the evolution of the complex
maxilla, a key component of diversification
across many modern taxa, including humans. 17

In other words, the purpose of the study was to
find genetic explanations for mental diseases in
humans, and to examine the difference between
human brains and mouse brains to see if studies
on rats have any relevance to human mental
diseases.

We predict that future discoveries from the
Xiaoxiang fauna will continue to fuel the debate
about jawed vertebrate origins and challenge
long-held beliefs about their evolution. 18

Our Point
Historically, the theory of evolution has been
used to justify racism. Even today, some people
still twist scientific studies to prove evolution is
true to support their racist ideas. The views of
The New Observer are a current example of this.
Evolution doesn’t justify racism because the
theory of evolution is false.

a

Despite what the article headlines say, they
still don’t know how jaws evolved.
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Web Site of the Month – November 2016
by Lothar Janetzko

Answers in Genesis
https://answersingenesis.org/
Believing it. Defending it. Proclaiming it.
After recently visiting the Creation Museum and the Ark Encounter, both of which are located in Kentucky,
I think it would be informative to provide some information in this month’s website review about the
organization behind these two interesting projects, Answers in Genesis (AiG).
Visiting the website of AiG, you quickly learn that the site contains a wealth of information. A quick “road
map” is provided to help a reader get started in exploring all that information.
Before exploring the site, here is how AiG describes their message at the very beginning under a scrolling
image for links to recent articles located on the website. “Answers in Genesis is an apologetics ministry,
dedicated to helping Christians defend their faith and proclaim the gospel of Jesus Christ effectively. We
focus on providing answers to questions about the Bible---particularly the book of Genesis---regarding key
issues such as creation, evolution, science, and the age of the earth.”
On the About page you can also learn about the history of the AiG organization and its founder Ken Ham.
On the main page of the AiG site you will find links to: 1) Answers, 2) Store, 3) Outreach, 4) Media, 5)
Kids, 6) Education, 7) Donate and a search box. Indeed, the search box comes in handy to find information
about topics in which you may be interested. For example, when searching for the term “Science” you will
find 23,300 results under the heading All. You can also categorize the results in subcategories like Articles,
Blogs, Media and Store.
Selecting the Answers link on the main page leads the reader to the following topics: 1) Age of the Earth,
2) Animals, 3) Bible, 4) Creation, 5) Evolution, 6) God, 7) Science and 8) Worldview. Below each of these
topics you will find links pertaining to the topic. Also on the Answers page link you will find information about
the Answers magazine and the Answers Research Journal. Answers magazine is published quarterly and
you can subscribe for a print or digital edition. The Answers Research Journal (ARJ) is a professional, peerreviewed technical journal for the publication of interdisciplinary scientific and other relevant research from
the perspective of the recent Creation and global Flood within a Biblical framework.
Space does not permit describing all the other information you can find on the AiG website. Just explore
the site to find answers to questions you may have regarding creation and evolution.

You are permitted (even encouraged)
to copy and distribute this newsletter.
Disclosure, the Science Against Evolution newsletter, is edited by R. David Pogge.

All back issues are on-line at ScienceAgainstEvolution.info.
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